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l{r. Gary T. Mason
fhv ironrrcntal Co()rrl i n.rtor
Vulcan tlaterials Ccrnpany
P.O. tsox 12283
Wichita, Kansas 67217-2283

I';l,A I .l). NO. : KSI[07 482029

D:ar Mr. I'lason:

This le[ter su[narizes outstanJing issues and interpretations on the
incinerator and lined surface impoundnents (LPl, LP2, and LP3) as discussed
at the March 29, 1983, nreeting and in subsequent telephcne conversations.

Incinerator

In a March 31, 1983, telephone ocnversation with Mr. Steve Busch of this
officer tou discussed the options available for meeting the beneficial
rer:se/legitirnate reqgcle portion of the regulations (26I.6). As tlr. Busch
advised you, the blending of hex waste (3,000 Bru/fb) with a high BTu rnethane
prrge for use as a fuel rrould not qualify as legitirnate recycling due to the
Ior enerEy value of the hex waste. A second option of the addition of an
acid reoovery facility was also discussed. Further inforrnati received
frcrn FA Headquarters ac not

test hlrn data rcrn the Vulcan facility in touisiana could be used
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Lined Srrface ImDoundrents (LPl arri LP3)

Based ulDn oLrr review of the mixture rule containe<l in the I'lovember 17, 1981,
Federal Register, hre concur that Wlcan neets the definition of a zero
itiscl'nrger, with respect to surface water <iischarges. lib based our decision
on the fact that all surface water discharges have been eliminated and Vulcan
has been isstred a non{isc[rarge permit by the State of Kansas.

In evaluating if the mixture rule applies to a particular waste strean, )rcu
must first determj.ne if the waste streanr exhibits any of tle characteristics
of hazardcr,rs unste identified in S..rbpart C, or is listed in Slbpart D ard
has not been excluded frcm tle lists in Srbpart D under 260.20 and 260.22.
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.Robert L. frrd .J

Chief , naste ilanagsrent Branch
Air and tthste tlanagenent Division
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l'or [.PI and LP3, Lhc Part B application musE inclucle analyses frcrn repre-
s('ntative sanples over a given period of time derpnstratirrg that the runoff
entering LPI and t.P3 does not exhibit any of the characteristics of hazardous
waste identified in Subpart C.

kocess Area Runoff

Tlre process area runoff could neet the mixture rule criteria if it can be
denonstrated in the Part B application that the runoff does noT exhibit any
of the characteristics of hazardous waste identified in Subpart C, or is not
Iisted in Slbpart D, as discussed above. Ttre Part B application slrould
include analyses frcrn representative sanples over a given period of tine.

Closure of LP2

At the l,larch 29 neetirg, r€ were advised that the cmling torer waste strean
r.rculd be rerouted away frcrn LP2. The guestion was raised as to flcw LP2
could rernain in operation since LP2 receives overflcn frcrn LP3. The tro
options available are closure of LP2 or permitting as a hazardous Lraste
managsrent facility. the iJnpor.tndrcnt could be closed as a storage impoLln&nenE
or as a disposal impotrrtnent. Closure as a storage impoundnent vould require
reroval or decontanination of all hrastes, waste residues, contalinated llners,
subsoils, strucEures, and eguipnent. Post-closure care and rrcnitoring rculd
rpt be rgquired. After renrcval of all crcntaminat.ion as outlined above, LPz
oould then be reconstructed as needed Lo receive overflon frcm LP3 wittntt
having to nEet any requirenents under RCRA. The sec-ond option under closure
is to leave the waste in place, eliminate free liguids, stabilize the waste,
place a final cap on top of the waste, and conduct post-closure nrcnitoring
ard maintenance.

The finat option for handling LP2 rould be to obtain a RCRA permit and operate
the impcrrr*rent as a hazardous waste rErurgelnent facility. lib do not have any
flexibility in the regrulations to allor a surface irpounAnent that previously
l"eld hazar&us waste to rernain in operation after the hazardous wasEe stream
is resrcved unless the furpoundrent is permitted, or as discussed above the
contarination is renrcved.

If you have any questions regarding the surface impoundnents or the Part B

application, please contact Karen A. Flournoy of my staff at (816) 374-5531.
Q.restions on incineration shculd be directed to Mr. Busch at the sane telephone
nurnber.

cc: John Goetz, KDIIE
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1,1r. Gary T. Mason
Brv ironnrental Coord i nator
Vulcan Materials CcrnPanY
P.O. Box 12283

I.D. NO.: KSD07482029

Wichita, Kansas 61271-

tEar Mr. Mason:

This tetter sLrrrmarizes outstanding issues and interpretations on the
incinerator an{ Iined surface impoundnents (t-PI, tP2, and LP3) as discussed
at the March 29, 1983, meeting and in subsequent telephone conversations.

Incinerator

In a March 31, 1983, telephone conversation with Mr. steve Busch of this
office, loU discussed the options available for meeting the beneficiaL
reuse/legitimate rerycle portion of the regulations (25I.6). As Mr. Busch
advised you, the blending of hex waste (3,000 BTU/Ib) with a high BTU methane
purge for use as a fuel r*ould not gualify as legitimate recycling due to the
1o*-e.,".gy vaLue of the hex wasLe. A second option of the addition of an

acid recovery facility was also discussed. Further information received
frcrn g>A Headquarters indicaEes that the acid recovery trould not gualify
as beneficial reuse. IncineraEion rsnains as the primary purpose of the
acid rec-overy systen.

The pCts test br.rrn data frcrn the Vulcan facility in Louisiana could be used
for approval by our office if the incinerators are of the same design, and
if the sanpling procedures rrere determined to be adeguate. The PCB test
burn data can be considered for use as a RCRA trial burn if the t'est methcd
is acceptable, if PCBs are the least incinerable Principal Organic Hazardous
Constituent (POllC) and if the incinerator designs are the same.

Lined S-rrface Impoundnents (LPI and LP3)

Based ulpn our review of the mixture rule contained in the tlovember 17, 1981,
Federal Register, He concur that Vulcan meets the definition of a zero
cilschargd; wiEh respect to surface water discharges. !€ based our decision
on the fact that all surface water discharges have been eliminated and Vulcan
has been issued a non{iscl-rarge permit by the state of Kansas.

In evaluating if Ehe mixture rule applies to a particular waste streem, lDu
must first determine if the waste stream exhibits any of ttte characteristics
of hazardous waste identified in Srbpart C, or is listed in Srbpart D ard
has not been excluded frcrn the lists in S:bpart D under 260.20 and 260.22.
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For L,Pl and LP3, the Part B application must include analyses frcrn repre-
sentative sanples over a given period of time dernonstrating that the runoff
entering Lpl and Lp3 does not exhibit any of the characteristics of hazardous

waste identified in SubPart C.

i ' 
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.-4.,iRobert L. MorbY 'i- tchief , waste Managsrent Branch
Air and Waste Managernent Division

Process Area Runoff

The process area runoff could neet the mixture rule criteria if it can be

demo-nstrated in the Part B application that the runoff does not exhibit any

of the characteristics of haiardous waste identified in Subpart C, or is not
Iisted in s-rbpart D, as discussed above. The Part B application should
include analyles frcrn representative sanples over a given period of time'

Closure of LP2

At the March 29 nreetirq, 1€ vrere advised that the crcoling tcb'er waste stream

would be rerouted away frcrn LP2. The question was raised as to how LP2

could remain in operalion since LP2 receives overflcry frcm LP3. The two

options available are closure of l1PZ or permitting as a hazardous waste

,1inug"rr*r,t facility. The impoundnent could be closed as a storage impoun&nent

o. uI a disposaf GrpounOnent. Closure as a storage impoun&nent rould reguire
removal or dec-ontanination of aII vrastes, waste residues, conEarninated liners,
subsoils, structures, and equipnent. Post-closure care and rpnitoring roould

rrot be rgquired. After renrcval of all contanination as outlined above , I-Pz

c.ould the; be reconstructed as needed to receive overflcrrr frcnr LP3 without
having to neet any requirernents under RGA. Ttre second option.under closure
is to 1eave the w-aste in place, eliminate free liguids, stabilize the waste,

Itu.. a final cap on top bf Lhe waste, and conduct post-closure nrcnitoring
and maintenance.

The final option for handling LP2 r+ould be to obtain a RCRA permit and operate
the impoi.rn&nent as a hazardous waste llanagement facility. t€ d9 not have any

flexinifity in the regulations to allor a surface impoun&nent that previously
held hazardous wasEe Lo remain in operation after the hazardous waste stream

is renoved unless the impoundnent is permitted, or as discussed above the
contanination is renroved.

If you have any questions regarding the surface impoun&nent,s or^the Part B

appiication, pieise contact Xaren,q. Flournoy of my staff at.(816) 374-553I'
euestions on incineration sl'rould be directed to Mr. Busch at the sanre telephone
nurnber.

Sincerely yours,

cc: John Coet.z, KDfIE y


